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ABSTRACT

Viscoelastic materials are extensively used to damp flexural
vibrations of metallic structures; it has been known for some time
that the energy dissipation due to shear strain in the viscoelastic
layer can be increased by constraining it with a stiffer covering
layer. 1In this report we will discuss a method for increasing this
damping by cutting the constraining layer into appropriate lengths.
The analysis for a single layer of this treatment is relatively
straightforward. The damping can be increased still further by
using several layers; in this case the analysis is based upon effec-
tive complex elastic moduli of an equivalent homogeneous medium.
One result found from this analysis is that, for optimum spacing
of cuts, the damping depends primarily upon the stiffness of the
constraining layer and only slightly on the shear modulus of the
viscoelastic layer. Experimental data is presented for comparison
with the theoretical predictions.

This abstract is subject to special export controls and each transmittal
to foreign governments or foreign nationals may be made only with prior
approval of the Metals and Ceramics Division (MAM), Air Force Materials
Laboratory, Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 45433,
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I

INTRODUCTION

This report discusses the optimization of constrained visco-
elastic layer damping for engineering structures such as beams,
columns and plates. For such structures, the amount of damping
for a given viscoelastic layer depends on the stiffness of the con-
straining layer. It also depends on an effective length for the
constraining layer; this effective length may be related to the
bending wave length, as Kerwin [1]¥ did, or it may be created by
cutting the constraining layer at regular intervals as was shown
by Parfitt [2]. Lazan et al [3] showed that the amount of damping
can be increased by using alternately anchored multiple layer treat-
ment; in this report we show that, when properly assembled, the
constraining layers need not be anchored. An analysis, based on
technical theory, for finite length and thickness of treatment is
presented and the predictions of this theory are compared with
experimental results for one to eight layers on a cantilever beam.

Viscoelastic damping layers can be used on the surface of
structural members, so that under cyclic loading the viscoelastic
layer experiences the cyclic extensional strains of the surface
of the member [4,5]. 1In case of free viscoelastic layers, the
shear strain and the dilatation in the viscoelastic layer are of
the same order. If the viscoelastic layer is constrained by a
stiff covering layer it experiences large shear strain and rela-
tively small dilatation when the member to which it is attached
is strained [5,6]. Since most of the energy dissipation is caused
by shear deformation and almost none by dilatation [5], constrained
viscoelastic layers are therefore capable of higher damping than
unconstrained viscoelastic layers.

Kerwin [1] analyzed the damping of a composite structure with
an infinitely long damping layer subjected to sinusoidal variation
in bending moment. He found that the calculated damping factor
depends on the wave length of bending waves in the damped structure
as well as on the material properties and the geometry. Parfitt [2]
determined the change in damping caused by cutting the damping
tape at regular intervals; his analysis is valid only for materials
with small loss coefficient since he neglected the difference between
the absolute value of the shear modulus of the viscoelastic material
and its real part. Lazan [3] gave an analysis of an alternately
anchored multiple layer surface treatment which was developed for
increasing damping.

In this report we consider the case of finite length surface
treatment of an engineering structure with uniform surface strain and
cyclic loading conditions. The constraining layer of the surface
treatment is cut into appropriate lengths. If the constraining
layer is very long, the shear stress near the ends induces the same

*
Numbers in brackets designate reference at the end of this report.
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axial strain in it as in the basic structure and thus there is no
shear in the viscoelastic layer away from the ends and the damping

is small. If the length of each element of the constraining layer

is very short, it exerts no constraint on the underlying viscoelastic
layer, there is little shear strain and the damping is small. At
some finite value for the lengths of the elements of the constraining
layer, the damping is a maximum.

An analysis based upon the technical theory of elasticity is
developed in a straightforward manner for a viscoelastic layer
constrained by a single stiff layer cut at appropriate intervals.
For multiple layer surface treatment, there are interactions between
the constraining layers and the viscoelastic layers on each side.
The governing equations of equilibrium can still be written for each
individual layer, but to solve this set of equations for a large
number of layers would be very tedious. In order to simplify the
analysis for the multiple-layered treatment, we replace a typical,
repetitive, volume by an equivalent homogeneous material with the
same force-deformation relationship. A longitudinal elastic modu-
lus and a transverse shear modulus is found for this equivalent
material in terms of the actual physical properties and geometry of
the typical volume of the original composite. This equivalent anal-
ysis gives valid results if the composite has dimensions which are
large in comparison with those of an element of the cons training
layer and the strain in the basic structure does not vary too
rapidly with length.
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SINGLE-LAYER THEORY

The damping of a mechanical system is given in dimensionless
form by the loss coefficient, s , which is the ratio of the energy
dissipated to the energy stored in the system. That is:

) (AW)g
S 2T (W)

where (AW)s is the energy dissipated per cycle and (W)s is the
energy stored. For single degree of freedom systems, 7 is sim-
ply related to the common measures of damping, such as logarithmic
decrement § , and damping ratio [ . [7]

778:2§:"78r_ |

In this study, we apply constrained damping layers to both
surfaces of the basic structure. This will give us a symmetric
configuration which is simpler to analyse and the general result
will be the same as for a single surface treatment. We assume that
all of the damping in the constrained viscoelastic layer is attrib-
utable to shear strain and the resultant energy dissipation. The
ability of the constraining layer to induce shear strain in the con-
strained layer without itself experiencing excessive stretching is
one of the important characteristics of the damping configuration.

In order to study the interaction between the axial strain in
the constraining layer and the shear strain in the constrained layer,
we consider the case of the constraining layer cut at regular
intervals. (Fig. 1)

CONSTRAINING
L€ Nk, i LAYER
L CONSTRAINED
t 1 ——-—| / VISCOELASTIC
| LAYER
I b'77777797777777‘777777#77777ﬁ7m7;1/
|
d BASIC
STRUCTURE
FIG. (1) COMPOSITE STRUCTURE WITH SURFACE

TREATMENT.



The following assumptions are made in the analysis which

follows:

l.

The thicknesses of the constraining layer and of the
constrained layer are very small compared to that of the
basic structure, thus the bending effects in these layers
are neglegible, so that the constraining layer is sub-
jected to tension only and the constrained layer is sub-
jected to shear only.

We assume linear behavior of the viscoelastic material;
complex notation can be used for its shear modulus

l* =6, + iGl" & Gl'(l+i Ms) = G (cos® + i sine)

where the asterisk indicates a complex quantity and

1
1" is the loss modulus
i = tan_l‘n

G

G is the elastic or storage modulus

G

G
nG is the loss tangent of the viscoelastic material.

The constraining material is elastic and dissipates no
energy. Its Young's modulus is purely real.

.\ = O End B =B

2 2 2

Poisson ratio effects are negligible and the one-dimensional
problem only is considered.

E

The axial strain is uniform at the interface of the basic
structure and the viscoelastic layer.

Uniform shear strain is assumed through the thickness of
the viscoelastic layer.

Uniform normal stress is assumed through the thickness of
the constraining layer.

The elastic moduli of the viscoelastic layer are small
in comparison with those of the constraining layer.



| Y
= L -
ot
| ,
- 77774 =
! a y b

(Q) BEFORE DEFORMATION

L7777 77777,

a b

X+ Uo

(b) AFTER DEFORMATION

dx
to] Op ——— —-.0'2+g—2_2-dx
—T
f/ u(x)
f
//{_ "_Uo(x)

(C) FREE -BODY DIAGRAM OF AN ELEMENT

FIG. (2) TYPICAL ELEMENT OF CONSTRAINED VISCOELASTIC

LAYER APPLIED TO A BASIC STRUCTURE.
)



From the equilibrium of an element of the constraining layer
(Fig. 2-c), we have

2

&8
f 0 2-dy-dx = Tadx
0

0 X
f
é%f fopdy =T (1)
0

O, dy is the total force acting on the cross section of the
constraining layer. If we let o, be the average normal stress in
the constraining layer, then

tz

Substituting Equation (2) into Equation (1), the equilibrium
equation becomes:

05
ox 2

The stress-strain relation in the constraining layer is:

. ou

% =Es 3% (4)

since we have assumed a one-dimensional problem.

or

t,

X I (3)

The shear stress-shear strain relation for the viscoelastic

layer is:
T*: G,* .ylx |
Since the shear strain in the constrained layer is constant in y:
. U*—Uo
NFTT
e gt Ml (5)
[

From assumption (5),

uo: eox



where €, is the uniform strain in the basic structure varying
sinusoidally in time due to flexural vibration.

Substituting Equations (4) and (5) into Equation (3)
we obtain the differential equation

2. *
u
B> S—F S U= - X ©)

where B ' t == is a system characteristic which has
the dlmenszl.on of G_Length
It is convenient to use a local coordinate system for which
the origin of the abscissa is at the center of one element of
the constraining layer; the origin of the ordinate is immaterial
for this analysis, and it may be taken at the interface of the basic
structure and the viscoelastic layer. (Fig. 2-a).

The boundary conditions for one element of the constraining
layer are
+ L

au*: AT Xz S5~
ox © °

since there is no normal stress at the ends.

(7)

The general solution of Equation (6) is:

UM (X) = €0 + A, st—’B‘; t A, COSH =5 B,,
A, and A, are determined by the boundary conditions at X:ifé?
(Equation (7))
*
€0 B
A =- ﬁoT s Ap=0
CcO 2B
thus
Sﬂ“H'zL
* % Bo
U(x) =€ X -Bo ——T— | @)

COSH 28F

The energy dlSSlpated per cycle per unit volume of a material
in uniform shear is the area within the shear stress-shear strain
hysteretic loop. Since we have sinusoidal motion, the time varia-
tion of the shear strain may be written:

Y(t):= Re (Y e'®Wh)



¥
where 7Y is complex. Then

T(t)=Re(G Y '@y

The energy dissipated is

Re (§ 747)=Re (§ 6! YY) =767

* ' , "
where Gl = Gl ¥ aq G1 .

Since we have assumed that the shear strain is uniform through
the thickness of the viscoelastic layer, the energy dissipated per
cycle per unit length and width is:

1" 2
d(aw)= TG Y
Since )/*_ U*“Uo
= ————¥r———
then, from Equation (8)
X
% ES SHMH‘Ew
Ve gl — 8
o cosHggr
and
2 X 2
0 €o 2 SWﬂijg I
d(AW):TT-I-[ G| 1.2 BO ' COSH L, (9)
1 2?0
Writing G ' in the form, G " G.sin® in the definition of B * and
1 1 i K o)

using the trigonometric identities for the functions sinh and cosh
of a complex argument

2
2T SING €, T2 E 2 2
- - o T2 Lz = _[sm (%oswgﬁ SINH (%ocos%)]
COS (g SINZ)+ COSH (gL C0SZ) ‘

d(AW)=

8



This expression ¢an be integrated in explicit form over the length
of one element of the constraining layer:

L,
2
AW = d(AW) dx
L
?
2
= I’_SlN 6 €. 12 ELZ 5 [ BOB_ SINH(%LCOS_%)_ &,StN(—lélo SlN'ZQ)]
costgl’swg)wo&(ﬁ:cosz) QoS5 SING (10)

Letting the dimensionless ratio:

L
By

AW becomes :

| [s:NH(w-cosg)awg-sm(w-swg)-cosg ]

e
AW :277— Eo 12E2LI wJ COSH(M(I)S—g—) + COS(“’SINg)

(11)
This can be made dimensionless by dividing by a nominal energy
appropriate to the system:
-
= —€
Wyom= 2 €0 Eale L (12)

This would be the energy stored in the constraining layer if the
whole layer were strained by amount €, . With this definition we
have a dimensionless loss coefficient

AW | SINH(.&)'SIN‘ZB‘ -smta)-cosg
N =———=4T" : (13)
| WNOM. w COSH(A) t COS (B)
8 <)
where A=w'COS7 and B=wSINZ and @ is the loss

angle of the viscoelastic material:

TANG = 7]



In Equation (13) 7 is a function of @ and 7; only.
M, 1is plotted as a function of w in Fig. (15)* with ", as a
parameter. Figure (15) shows that for maximum damping

L,

o

= 3.28

iy =

which indicates that for a given viscoelastic material and con-
straining layer, the length of each element of the constraining
layer, L,, is 3.28 times the characteristic length of the system
for optil;!ium damping. Using Equations (12) and (13), we can
write AW in the form

I 2
AW=77|'§€o Eoty L, . (14)
_G [ L ol
e
7
7 Wl 777777777 7777 T TIITIIE I TTT,
Z X
d 7 3
'__’; _E__@//////{/////////{ﬂ///////,zma
A
!
y |
FIG. (3) CANTILEVER BEAM WITH SURFACE TREATMENT .

In order to compare with experimental results, we consider the
case of a cantilever beam subjected to sinusoidal flexural vibration

with small deformation, Fig. (3); the strain at the interface is
2
)
9 2 dx2 (15)

where d is the thickness of the beam and dzyl’dx;a is the curvature
of the beam. Substituting Equations (14) and (15) into

a+tL
(AW)L:Zf (AW)dX ?
a L|

—
Figures 15 through 21 are graphs which appear on pages 39 through 45,
10




we have the energy dissipation per cycle in the constrained visco-
elastic layer to be:

d2 atL d2y )
(W) = 7], 7 B2 Tzf (&) dx . (16)
a

The factor 2 appears before the integral sign because there is
surface treatment on both faces of the basic structure.

The maximum energy stored in the system is

Ebl ! dzy e
i © il —2 ) d
(17)
S gte
=A s .0 1 ER
24 Jo = dxf
where is the Young's modulus of the basic material. From Equations

(16) and (17) we obtain the modified loss coefficient of the system:

a®l 2. 9
f (d—gy-)'dx
(AW) 3Eotso Ja dx

o ]

The vibratory shape of-a uniform cantilever is [ 8]
Y(X)= COSH XX = COS AX — ¥ (SINH X\ X - SIN AX)

and its curvature is

2
2 COSH AX + COS AX = X (SINH AX + SINAX) (19)
—7 =X\ | ]
_ SINH X{ - SINX{
where A { = 1.875 and X = for

COSH Al + COS Al

the fundamental mode of vibration. In order to compare with the
experimental results, we can substitute Equation (19) into Equation
(18) and evaluate the integrals explicitly. The modified loss
coefficient of the system, 7. » can then be found in terms of 7,

all: |



(Equation (13)) and the geometry and material properties of the beam
and the constraining layer.

Equation (18) shows that the loss coefficient of the system
depends on the stiffness of the constraining layer and the material
property of the basic structure. It does not depend explicitly on
the shear modulus of the constrained viscoelastic material. The
above integral is evaluated for an explicit case in Section IV and
the results are compared with measured values.

12



LLL

Multiple - Layer Theory

The amount of damping in structures studied in the previous
section can be increased by applying more than one constrained
viscoelastic layer to the surface of the basic structure as shown
in Fig. (4).

TYPICAL y
VOLUME

77 277 77 7777/ 77 777777
L

7777777777 3777777777 77777777
77777777 7777777778 777777 77777777777
7777 770777 77 777 777 77 7777777777 77

L2227 27 L LA i 2 22 7T X
2.L3

H=|m(t+1,)

FIG. (4) MULTIPLE LAYER SURFACE TREATMENT .

If there 1is more than one constrained viscoelastic layer,
there are viscoelastic layers on both sides of the constraining
layer and interactions are induced between them. The governing
equations of equilibrium can still be written for each individual
layer, but to solve this set of equations for a large number of
layers would be tedious. For convenience, we replace a repetitive
element which is typical of the multiple-layered treatment by an
equivalent homogeneous orthotropic material with the same force-
deformation relationship. The equilibrium condition for this typical
volume is shown in Fig. (5).

13



p/2

t w2l W/,

el W 7

tp/2

(a) BEFORE DEFORMATION

(b) AFTER DEFORMATION

I0;
il 0 54
0, —L__—J}—0,+ 55 d

77,

dx

(c) FREE-BODY DIAGRAM OF AN ELEMENT

FIG. (5) EQUILIBRIUM OF A TYPICAL VOLUME.

We follow the same assumptions made for single layer analysis
in Section II. From the equilibrium of an element of the visco-
elastic layer we have the differential equation of equilibrium in

the x-direction:

go , 9T

ox oY

=0 .

14



Since the strain for the constraining layer, €, , is of the
same order as the strain for the viscoelastic layer, €, , and

E>> E, (assumption (8)), then 0, >> 0, , and o, is
negligible (assumption (1)). Then

d_-r.: O or QZ:
0y oY
From assumption (4) the deformation in the y-direction is negligible,

.oy
7= 5y

and Equation (20) becomes

Y _du_,
oy  0Y?

With these assumptions, the deformation, u , in the x-direction
must be linear in y.

0 (20)

From Fig. (5-b) the axial deformation is anti-symmetric, i.e.,
U(X,y)=-U(-X,-Yy)
we can write u(x,y) in the form:

U(x,y) = y-f,(x) + f5(x) (21)

7

2 fl(x) is symmetric in x and fz(x) is anti-symmetric in x,

Equation (21) is the most general anti-symmetric function which
is linear in y. From Equation (21),

Y{x)= fix) . (22)

Substituting Equations (21) and (22) into the equation of
equilibrium of the constraining layer

002 to _
K i

and using the stress-strain relations for the constraining layer
and the viscoelastic layer




and % ¥ *

T=G|}/1

we get

Ez@

24G| f (X f,()() f2

(23)

The left hand side is symmetric by definition, therefore the
right hand side must be symmetric. But fz“(x) is anti-symmetric
unless it is zero. Equation (23) is therefore:

| | x2 -
o L f(x) - f,(x) = (24)

|
2 i
where L~ = (1t Ez)z is a system characteristic which has

the dimension of length. The symmetric solution to Equation (24)
is

2X
fl()() = A, COSH = . (25)

Since £, (x) = 0 and £,(x) is anti-symmetric,

falx)=AX . (26)
Substituting Equations (25) and (26) into Equation (21)
we get:
* 1.l t, 2X

The constants Al and A, are evaluated from the boundary conditions:

(1) Stress at ( vy o) is o
v (L 1).%
z;;_ 4 ' 2 Eo



(ii) The end (=7 1§f) is stress free
ou L h,_
ax ( 4 12)‘0

We obtain

Os Ls Oo

2E, 1, sINH 2—'-[_'% PA, 2E;

A=

so that Equation (27) becomes

*
u (X,?)_—ZEZ[X'I- _——ZSINH-LJ; COSH = ] (28)

2l

This is the deformation in the constraining layer in the x-direction.

We now define an equivalent homogeneous medium with the same
average deformation as the composite non-homogeneous material. For
thin layers, Oy is negligible; the effective moduli for ©, and

rxy are:

* ® *
O =Eg- €
* * *

*
€ is the total dlsplacement over the quarter length divided
by Li/4 (Fig. (5-b)) and Y is the average displacement in one

thickness of the viscoelastic layer divided by the thickness (tl+t2).

The effective stress is
* O_O Ta
OE =
2(t|+ Tz)

and the effective strain is

Ik t
. W)
€E = Q
4
Evaluating Equation (28) at X: %% '
_ % |

17



*_ L|

where a = Z_LE
Therefore, =
S -
E ~ 5
€

TZ l * =l (29)
:Ez(_tl_ﬁz_).[ |+ oF COTH Q ]

is the effective Young's modulus of the equivalent homogeneous
material.

Since the equivalent homogeneous material has the same force-
deformation relationship as for the typical volume of the multiple
layer treatment, the effective shear stress is:

U8 0 A
T

* *
TE :G|'

and since

I T

YE - T| + 1'2
then ¥ TE*
Gg = —=
Ve
i
* i) (30)

1
L.

This is the effective shear modulus of the equivalent homogeneous
material. Equations (29) and (30) show that the effective
moduli of the equivalent homogeneous medium are determined by the
dimensions and material properties of the constituent layers of
the non-homogeneous material.

The free-body diagram of an element of the equivalent homogene-
ous material is shown in Fig. (6).
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FIG. (8)

T % a—y'-fdy
/
. // « 90%
7
=
dx

EQUILIBRIUM OF AN ELEMENT OF THE
EQUIVALENT HOMOGENEOUS MEDIUM .
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The equation of equilibrium for the element is:

* *
00 0T _
St + =E£=0
o oY (31)
The stress-strain relations are:
*
o - B ou
E ™ 5 S
a *
and 'T*= G*,aU
E E (ay ?
and Equation (31) can be written as
2 » 2
2 *
g, = ol _ o (32)

. 0%

2 6
where C* - —E;E..-
E

Using the coordinate system as shown in Fig. (6), the boundary
conditions are:

(i) The strain at the interface is uniform:

U™ (x,0 ) = €oX

1

(ii) The shear stress on the top surface is zero:

ou’ )
oy (X’H)‘O 1

(iii) Normal stresses at the ends vanish:

*
(7 ¥)=0.

The general solution to Equation (32) satisfying boundary
conditions (i) and (ii) is:

" k C* k7T
U (X,Y)=€x +kz Ak SiNH(F x)-sw(-éwy) | (33)
0oDD

Substituting Equation (33) into Equation (32) we find

_eH

Bt
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and Ak is determined by the boundary condition (iii)

% k7T k1 C*L Kk
€,+ C Z Ak—z—l_i—-COSH('TH"_)'SlN( 2H Y) =0
k obD
or
€ k i
E?* =3, [-Ak-%‘COSH(%%—L—)]-SIN(%Y)
k 0DD
where

A BT e SO L PG (Wl o
Ak SH COSH(~ 2 )'C*H,/;S'”( HY)dy

is the Fourier sine coefficient of the function -%%

Since
H&N(%r"yyd =
0 H > k ,

] 8He,
C* k2772 cosH ( kleHEE)

The displacement solution (33) becomes then

Ak =

krc*

. 8H SINH(—3r—X) k7T
u (er)ZGO[x—Z C*kzﬂz-COSH(k:EFL) .SlN(ﬁy)]
k oDD 4H

(34)

The strain energy in the surface treatment is the work done
on it through the interface between the basic structure and the
treatment. Since the only force acting on the treatment is the
shear stress at the interface, the strain energy is the work done
by this shear force:

L

»* 72_ * »*

W ZfL TE(X,O)'U (X:O)‘dx
2

L (35)
= 2f2 T;(x,oyu’*(x,oydxJ
0
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since the surface treatment is symmetric about x = 0 (Fig. (6)).
Substituting the stress-strain relation

* * %
E—'GElyk '

where ”
. QU
E- oY kwc*
» 4 €o SINH(ZF X) cos (KT y)
= Xk - K cXL 2H
Kobp © K™ COSH(XZLL)
and U*{XJ))=€°X » for uniform strain at the interface,

into Equation (35) and integrating along the length, we have

| “
W = 86 HLE ZT [ o TANH(kB)] (36)
kODD
e gLmoen LT
"H 4~ "m t+1, 4
and n = %— is the number of individual elements of the constraining
1 layer,
m = H/(tl+t2) is the number of layers of the surface treatment.

The energy dissipation per cycle is then

AW =7 [m (W)

or
=
AW = 8T € HLE, (—2— T+12 IM{[H—'x: COTH Q" |

1 *
Z k27T2[ PV TANH(kB)]} -

k ODD

This result is the same as would be found by evaluating

I 2
AW=f?T-GE'-)’E
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as was used for single layer analysis.

Equation (37) can be made dimensionless by dividing by a
nominal energy appropriate to the system

= L 2B, L (i)
Waom. = 2 € E2 'L'(T,+ fo? (38)

The dimensionless loss coefficient is then

AW
7, = Wnom.

-1
1677 Im {[“a';-com a*] : 2?_!72 [ |—k_‘|é.*TANH(kB*)]}

k ODD (39)
Equation (39) indicates that the dimensionless loss coef-
ficient 7, is a function of a* and B* . From the definition
of a ’
= Ly L, 6 . 8 ¢ 8 o8
- - COS% - | SIN% ) = (COS—5 - iSINZ)
d=sp ZLO( & et 2 2" (40)
- Ly
where (f s
and TAN 8§ = T)G
Also X L 3 »_ N |_I TR
B=H4C"m T+1, 4 C
*x
where % GE EL
C = (?)
fr | 5
+
. L2 [+ 55 cotna® |2
L. & :
o
using Equations (29) and (30). Then
[
* N T x 1 coth a*12 41

23



Figures (16) to (19) show7, as a function of ¢ for different g
with n/m as a parameter. In the calculations for these plots only
five terms were used in the series in Equation (39). The error
involved in truncating after five terms of the infinite series de-
pends upon the values of § and n/m. This error is a minimum when §
is optimum and appears to decrease at optimum for n/m larger or
smaller than 1. The following table shows the percentage difference
between the 5 term and the 15 term approximation; the maximum dis-
crepancy for optimum ¢ is about 4% at n/m = 1

é- 0.5 4.0 16.0
n/m
L0 | 36.0% 7.0% 0.9%
1.0 5.6% 4.8% 15.0%
10.0 3.0% 2.8% 19.0%

For comparison purposes, we can derive the loss coefficient
for the case of a cantilever beam in flexural vibration with small
deformation in the same manner as in Section II; the modified loss coef-

ficient for the system is: a+L d2 2
() dx
3Eamt j; dX

TR T
Jo dx?

This is exactly the same as Equation (18) with t,, for single
layer treatment, replaced by mt2 for multiple layer treatment.

(42)
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IV

Experimental Results and Comparison with Theoretical Predictions

Vibration decay measurements were made on a number of different
cantilever beams each with the same total length of the constrained visco-
elastic layer damping treatment but with different element lengths
for comparison with the loss coefficient 7, given by Equation (18)
for a single layer. For the multiple layer treatment, one through
eight layers were used,each with the same number of elements . The

test configuration used in this experimental program is shown in
Fig. 7).

i
g 4" '":L_”
0000 [7"
- s S
T__— R
0.002" < | 18
Wz 7777 ||

FIG. (7) TEST CONFIGURATION OF SINGLE LAYER SURFACE
TREATMENT.

The basic structure was a Cl018 steel beam 7 inches long, % inch

wide, and 1/8 inch thick. 0.0007 inch thick aluminum foil was

used as constraining layer. For the constrained viscoelastic layer,

we used No. 466, 3M adhesive. Material properties of this adhesive

were found from the master curves furnished by 3M Company. Te = 1.5;
Gy, = 250 at a frequency of 66 cps. and at room temperature

were used in calculations. The surface treatment was applied to

the middle 4 inches of both faces of the basic structure. The test

specimen was clamped at one end to a massive base isolated from the

floor by foam rubber springs. The free length of the specimen was

6 inches. An accelerometer attached to the free end of the canti-

lever beam gave an electric signal proportional to the amplitude of

free vibration. A magnetic driver was used to drive the beam at
the required amplitude (Fig. 8).
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ACCELEROMETER

MAGNETIC
DRIVER

\ BASE

FIG. (8) SPECIMEN MOUNTING .

After steady state resonant vibration of the required amplitude
was reached, power to the driver was cut off and the logarithmic
decrement was measured. The equipment used for the measurement
of decrement is shown in the block diagram (Fig. 9).
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ACCELEROMETER[]

MAGNETIC
DRIVER

McINTOSH 40
AUDIO
AMPLIFIER

K&H 420-A
© LOW FREQUENCY
HPI30 OSCILLATOR
OSCILLO
- SCOPE
B9 K 2365 KISTLER S/N 633
CHARGE
LEVEL RECORDER 1 AMPLIFIER
HP52IA
FREQUENCY
COUNTER
FIG. (9) BLOCK DIAGRAM OF INSTRUMENTATION

(a) The low frequency oscillator and audio amplifier provided

power to the magnetic driver to drive the specimen at its funda-
mental natural frequency.

(b) The accelerometer gives an electrical signal proportional to
the amplitude of vibration of the tip.

(c) The charge amplifier amplifies the signal for counter readings,
oscilloscope monitoring and recorder input.
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(d) The counter reads the natural frequency of the vibrating beam.

(e) The voltage from the preamplifier is displayed on an oscillo-
scope to indicate the stress level of the vibrating beam and to mon-
itor the wave shape of the signal.

(f) The level recorder gives the envelope of the decay curve in a
logarithmic scale. The slope of this curve is directly proportional
to the loss coefficient

09,10 d dB d(dB)

where —————

20 f  dt dt

08, -

is the slope of the decay curve in dB per second. Since the energy
dissipation in the constrained viscoelastic layer can not be measured
directly, we must find it from the energy dissipation in the bare
specimen without surface treatment, (A“”B » and the energy dissipa-
tion in the test specimen with surface treatment, (£“U)S + The
energy dissipation in the constrained viscoelastic layer alone is

the difference between these two, (AW)L = (AW)S - (A.W)B

For very thin layer surface treatment, we assume that the maximum
energy stored in the system, is the same for both the bare specimen

and the test specimen with surface treatment, i.e., (mﬂs = (“”B
Then the loss coefficients for these two cases are:
(AW)g (AW)g (AW) g

T = " -

277 (W) 2T (W)g ~ 27T (W)g
Since the modified loss coefficient of the viscoelastic material in
this system is defined as (18bis)

7 - 0
L™ 2 (W)
it is the difference between the loss coefficient of the bare spec-
imen, 7g , and the loss coefficient of the test specimen with

surface treatment, 7g :

77|_ s ?73_ 773
Using the measured values of "3 and 7§ , and Equation (18)
Bl -2

d%y
'T) B 77 WEbd ) L(dlz )dx
[t == Ik 3'E‘T j-an dz 2
2 12 ¥y,
a ( dxz ) dx (43)
together with Equation (19) and the dimensions and material prop-

erties of the test specimen used, the equivalent loss coefficient
for uniform strain is:

-3
77I =0.803x10 ( 775— ) a5
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The constraining layer was cut at regular intervals and measurements

were made for a number of different values of L.. The values of
the dimensionless loss coefficient M, found fr%m the measured (7s- 7g)
are plotted in Fig. (20). For the configgration used, t1 = 0.002 in.,

t, = 0.0007 in., Gy 250 psi, E, = 10 x 10°psi; therefore'L = 0.236
iﬁ. A theoretical curve for T as found from Equation (?3) using
M = 1.5 is shown in the same figure.

For multiple layer treatment more than one constrained visco-
elastic layer is applied to each of the surfaces of the basic
strucutre. Each subsequent constraining layer overlaps the previous
one; in this particular test a length of L. = 2/3 inch was used for
each element of the constraining layer excépt at the ends. (Fig. 10).

W=
n—

A A A T
o L 77 7 7 7 .
L7 7 S

2777770 7077,
%
3

WARRRY

@|—

72222722 77222220 7 T
27 7 g T
772277 70 2 T
L7 7 7

R

FIG. (10) MULTIPLE LAYER SURFACE TREATMENT .
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The measured loss coefficient, ( "~ 778), is plotted against
the number of layers, m, in Fig. (21). From equation (42), using
the dimensions and properties of the test specimen (42)

-3
(T}~ T, =124 %10 -m- 7)) (45)

where 7, is found from Fig. (18). L is still 0.236 inch,

and L, is 0.667 inch, therefore ¢ =°2.82. 1In this case n ,

and nimber of elements, is 6.5 and m is the number of constraining
layers. For m = 1, 7, is given by single layer analysis. Fig. (20)
(s~ ‘T)B) is plotted in Fig. (21) for m = 1 to 8 for values calculated
from Equation (45). Since the values of 7, for m 2 2 are not found
by the same method as that for m = 1, the points do not fall on a
smooth curve.
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DISCUSSION

In the analysis presented above, it has been assumed that
the viscoelastic layer has a much smaller elastic modulus than the
constraining layer and that the constraining layer is non-dissipative.
The geometric effects which change the overall damping primarily
influence the distribution of strain and extension in the constraining
layer and these interactions may be best understood by examining
the appropriate functions in some detail.

For the single layer treatment, the axial stress in the con-
straining layer is: 4
ou

x
% =E3 3%

where u*

(8), we have

is the displacement in the x direction. Using Equation

X

COSH
o€y o [1- 2R
|
COSH 5—3

The shear stress in the viscoelastic layer is found from Equations
(5) and (8):

B* S”Wijg
* * € Bo
T = S" 01_ o )

|

T (47)
1
COSHEE% "
€,8,
-5 )

B * x
Figure (11) shows 02 /(E; %) and T /(G

as functions of x with L, as a parameter. For large L., the cen-
tral portion of the cons%raining layer undergoes the same axial
strain, €, , as in the basic structure, there is no shear in the
viscoelastic layer away from the ends and the damping is small.

(Fig. 1lla). For very small L., the elements of the constraining
layer exert no constraint on lhe underlying viscoelastic layer, there
is little shear strain and the damping is again small (Fig. 11¢).

At some intermediate value of L., the integral of the shear strain
energy integrated over the leng&h reaches a maximum value per unit
length (Fig. 11b) and the relative energy dissipation is maximum.

The normal stress in the constraining layer and the shear stress
in the viscoelastic layer for multiple layer treatment are found
from Equation (28):

SINH 25

k.2

o [I+ l—L ] (48)
2 2 2E2 SlNH-Z—'*—
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| ' (49)
2E2 v ginm .
Lo
To compare these results with those for single layers, we need
the ratio between 0, and €, , Equation (29):
I
Go:%_[l'l' - COTH a*]
2E, Q
her a* =_L'}F
where 2
Equations (48) and (49) can then be written as
2X
CT* | sl SINH— %
—%_ - [+ 5 com @®] [1+ ——5%-]
E2€o Q SINH a (50)
2X
* I % | COSH—T*
r . [ | +—x:COTH Q ] : 8
P Al E (51
GI : o SINH 2_1_1‘5
I

The existence of an optimum value of L, for maximum damping fol-
lows from the same argument as for the single layer treatment.
Equations (50) and (51) are plotted in Fig. (11) for comparison
with single layer treatment.

For a given constraining and viscoelastic layer, there is an
optimum length for the elements of the constraining layer. While
the optimum length increases indefinitely as the number of layers
increases, there is a minimum value as the number of layers decreases.
This minimum optimum length is about half of the optimum length for a
single layer of exactly the same geometry and material because the
assumptions of the multiple layer theory make the viscoelastic layer
effectively stiffer. The geometry and boundary conditions of the
two comparable composite configurations are shown in Fig. (12).
For both problems, we have assumed that the strain is uniform at
y = 0 which is the interface of the basic structure and the visco-
elastic layer in the single layer case and is the middle surface of
the viscoelastic layer in the multiple layer case. In the single
layer analysis, t = 0 at y = (t1+t2) and 0=0, at x =0, y = tl.
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In the multiple layer analysis, T

0 at y = %(tl+t2) and 0= 0,

at x = El, y = t1/2: the only other difference is that u = 0 at
x = 0, vy = 0 for the single layer but u # 0 at x =-%h y = 0 for
the multiple layer analysis.
Loy L L Y L
2 2 + s
2 ty/2
T=0 2
- T:O o
--——--O; —i— o
% Y & 7 h/2
1| / / 2l 4 / s
€o. A // X / h/2
Oo

(a) SINGLE LAYER

FIG.(12)

(b) MULTIPLE LAYER

To make a legitimate comparison, it is necessary to replace t

2t. and t, by 2t

of "B¥ for"the cade of the single layer

Lo: 2(T|1'2'£2)_2:-280
G,
or
Ly 2Ly
w = B, L, —Zg_

in the definition of L * to obtain the valué

tPeatment. That is:

This is verified in part by the fact that the optimum element

length for the single layer case is 3.28 B,
values in the multiple layer case it is about 1.7 L

GEOMETRY OF COMPARABLE BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS

by

while for large n/m
which is

about the same physical length if the previous conv&ntion is used.

The value of w for maximum damping in the case of single layer
treatment is almost independent of the viscoelastic material used.

In the case of multiple layer treatment, the value of ¢

for

maximum damping changes with the number of layers and so does the

length of each element of the constraining layer.

It can be seen

from Fig.(18) that a given value of the dimensionless loss coeffi-

cient,

77 ] ’
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obtained either with a small Ll and few layers, m, or a large L1

and many layers. The maximum value of 7, for optimum & does

not depend markedly on the number of layers which is given by

the ratio m/n. Thus from Equation (42) the modified loss coefficient
of the system, 7. , is almost linearly proportional to the number

of layers if the element length is increased as the number of layers
is increased. In actual applications, it is not practical to use
different element lengths for different numbers of layers. If a
fixed element length is used for multiple layer treatment, the amount
of damping always increases with the number of layers but not
necessarily proportionally. The predicted values of ( Ms—Tg) for

L1 = 0.667 inch and L = 0.236 inch are shown in Fig. (Zi) where
("%~ "g ) is almost egactly proportional tom for m = 1 to 15. This
linear relation will not hold for large m because 7, decreases for
large m for this particular geometry as shown in Fig. (13).

K

.O

O 10, 20 30 40
FIG. (1I3) 7], AS A FUNCTION OF m

The multiple layer theory is valid if the element length of
the constraining layer is much shorter than the total length of
the surface treatment. If L, approaches L, the strain at the middle
surface of the viscoelastic }ayer will not be uniform and assumptions
used in the derivation of the equivalent homogeneous material will
be violated and the damping will be overestimated.

In Equations (18) and (42) the shear modulus of the visco-
elastic material does not appear explicitly; the loss coefficient
of the system depends primarily upon the stiffness of the con-
straining layer and the strain energy of the basic structure and only
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indirectly on the shear modulus of the viscoelastic layer through
the element length ratio L./L . Viscoelastic materials with high
loss factors like 3M No. 4%6,°usually have a shear modulus which
is very temperature dependent. If the element length, L., is
chosen to be optimum for the center of the temperature r&nge, the
system damping can be designed to be almost constant over a large
temperature range in spite of this. For example, if L, is chosen
so as to make L./L_optimum at 65°F, 7, is still as g}eat as one
half of its maxImum value at 30°F and 110°F even though the shear
modulus changes by a factor of 30 to 1 over this same range. Fig.
(14) shows 7, as a function of temperature for 3M No. 466 with

Gl obtained from the master curve for f = 72 cps.

20 F

ol l I | I |

O 50 100 150 200 250

TEMPERATURE °F

FIG. (14) 771 AS A FUNCTION OF TEMPERATURE .
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VI

CONCLUSIONS

The experimental results given in this report agree with the
damping predicted for constrained viscoelastic layers based upon
the assumption that the energy dissipation is caused primarily by
the shear strain in the viscoelastic layer. The effective elastic
modulus method used in the analysis of a multiple layer treatment
proved to be satisfactory for the study of laminated structures.
One important result found from the analysis is that, for optimum
element length of the constraining layer, the energy dissipation
depends primarily upon the loss coefficient of the viscoelastic
material, and the stiffness of the contraining layer and only in-
directly on the shear modulus of the viscoelastic layer.
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